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2010 – 2011 KCMP Schedule

	Fall Reporting Period



	September 1, 2010
	Districts receive documents for Indicators 3, 5, 9, 10, 11, and 12

	November 30, 2010
	District reports due

	January 15, 2010
	Coop reports due

	
	

	Winter Reporting Period



	January 1, 2011
	Districts receive documents for Indicators 1, 2, 4, 13, and 14

	February 28, 2011
	District reports due

	March 31, 2011
	Coop reports due

	
	

	Spring Reporting Period



	April 1, 2011
	Districts receive documents for Indicators 8, 20, and Child Count

	May 31, 2011
	District Reports Due

	June 31, 2011
	Coop Reports Due


2010-2011 District Submission Dates
	District
	Director of Special Education
	Date of KCMP Submission 
Fall Reporting Period
	Date of KCMP Submission Winter Reporting Period
	Date of KCMP Submission Spring Reporting Period

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	


	Indicator 1:  

Percent of youth with IEPs graduating from high school with a regular diploma.  
Monitoring Priority:  FAPE in the LRE
Measurement:

                                         # graduates receiving regular diplomas
# graduates + # GEDs (and certificates) + # dropouts + # who maxed in age + # deceased

Data Source:  Section 618 Data

FFY

Measurable and Rigorous Target

2009

Eighty and five-tenths percent (80.5%) of students with disabilities will graduate with a regular diploma.
Current SPP Activities Linked to Cooperatives:

Activities

Timelines

Resources

DECS staff will serve on the committee in development and implementation of the Individual Learning Plan for all students.  Special Education Co-op Transition Consultants will align transition-requirements training with the Individual Learning Plan process.
2006-2010

DECS

Special Education Co-op Transition Consultants

DECS will develop a marketing strategy for the use of dropout prevention resources and strategies by districts with embedded follow-up on a regional basis.
July

2008 - 2010

DECS

Special Education Co-ops

Special Education Co-op staff will provide regional level training on the transition requirements of the IDEA (as measured by KCMP) at their regional meetings of local Directors of Special Education.
2008-2010

DECS

Special Education Co-op Staff

Special Education Co-op Transition Consultants will provide technical assistance regarding the transition requirements of the IDEA to individual school districts in their Cooperative areas. 

2008-2010

DECS

Special Education Co-op Transition Consultants

DECS staff and Special Education Co-op Transition Consultants will disseminate information to special education personnel regarding interdisciplinary courses created through a collaborative effort led by the Division of Career and Technical Education.

2006 and ongoing

DECS

Special Education Co-op Transition Consultants

DECS and the Kentucky Transition Collaborative will continue:

a.  Providing training and technical assistance to schools and adult services agencies

b. Establishing and supporting regional demonstration projects to improve transition services on a local level

c. Establishing and facilitating continuation of community, regional and state level interagency transition teams

d. Developing and maintaining a statewide transition database

e. Developing and disseminating information and materials on transition and transition planning

f. Engaging interagency partners in design and implementation of Kentucky Postschool Outcomes data collection system
2006-2010
DECS

Special education Co-op Transition Consultants

HDI-UK

Mid-south Regional Resource Center
DECS and interagency partners will continue work on development of the Transition One-Stop website for all transition points, birth through adult.
December 2005 and Ongoing

DECS
Kentucky Early Childhood Project

Kentucky Commission for Children with Special Health Care Needs

Kentucky Transition Collaborative

Special Education Co-op Transition Consultants

Mid-south Regional Resource Center

KDE will continue funding the position of Transition Consultant in each of the eleven Special Education Co-ops.  State transition initiatives drive the work of the Transition consultants as liaisons between KDE and the local school districts, provide professional development, and provide technical assistance to their schools and districts, including Individual Graduation Planning, Interagency Agreements and facilitation of Regional Interagency Transition Teams, and IEP Transition requirements.
December 2005 and Ongoing
DECS

Special Education Co-ops
HDI-UK and DECS staff will continue to work with the Special Education Cooperative Transition Consultants to identify the data collectors at the LEA level and to provide systematic training of these school personnel regarding data collected from both the KISTS and the OYO.

2008-2010

DECS

Special Education Co-op Transition Consultants

HDI-UK

HDI-UK and DECS staff will examine state level policies/procedures in regard to postschool outcome data collection to identify those that might hinder, or help, improve the accuracy and response rate of the system.
2008-2010
DECS

Special Education Co-op Transition Consultants

HDI-UK
HDI-UK and DECS staff will utilize the data collected to inform and improve the postschool outcomes of youth by providing regional and LEA reports, in addition to the statewide data.
2008-2010
DECS

Special Education Co-op Transition Consultants

HDI-UK
HDI-UK staff will meet with each of the Special Education Cooperatives to discuss their data and facilitate their understanding of how they can use this data to make regional and local improvements, including implementing strategies for increasing response rates.

2008-2010

Special Education Co-op Transition Consultants

HDI-UK

NPSO (Strategies for Increasing Response Rates)
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Actual Target Data for FFY 2009:

Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed and Explanation of Progress or Slippage that occurred for 2009-2010:

Explanation of Progress:
Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed:
Improvement Activity 1 for 2010-2011:

	Improvement Activity
	

	Evaluation
	

	Timeline
	

	Resources
	

	Status
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	Evaluation
	

	Timeline
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	Indicator 2:  

Percent of youth with IEPs dropping out of high school.
Monitoring Priority:  FAPE in the LRE

Measurement:

Special education dropouts from grades 9-12
Total number of special education students enrolled in grades 9-12
Data Source:  Section 618 Data

FFY

Measurable and Rigorous Target

2009

The dropout rate for students with disabilities will decrease by four tenths of one percent (0.4%)
Current SPP Activities Linked to Cooperatives:

Activities

Timelines

Resources

See Indicator 1
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Actual Target Data for FFY 2009:

Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed and Explanation of Progress or Slippage that occurred for 2009-2010:

Explanation of Progress:
Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed:
Improvement Activity 1 for 2010-2011:

	Improvement Activity
	

	Evaluation
	

	Timeline
	

	Resources
	

	Status
	


Improvement Activity 2 for 2010-2011:

	Improvement Activity
	

	Evaluation
	

	Timeline
	

	Resources
	

	Status
	


	Indicator 3:  

Participation and performance of children with IEPs on statewide assessments:
A.  Percent of the districts with a disability subgroup that meets the State’s minimum “n” size that meet the State’s AYP targets for the disability subgroup.

B. Participation rate for children with IEPs.

C. Proficiency rate for children with IEPs against grade level, modified and alternative academic achievement standards.
Monitoring Priority:  FAPE in the LRE

Measurement:

A.  AYP percent = [(# of districts with a disability subgroup that meets the State’s minimum “n” size that meet the State’s AYP targets for the disability subgroup) divided by the (total # of districts that have a disability subgroup that meets the State’s minimum “n” size)] times 100.

B.  Participation rate percent = [(# of children with IEPs participating in the assessment) divided by the (total # of children with IEPs enrolled during the testing window, calculated separately for reading and math)].  The participation rate is based on all children with IEPs, including both children with IEPs enrolled for a full academic year and those not enrolled for a full academic year.

C.  Proficiency rate percent = ([(# of children with IEPs enrolled for a full academic year scoring at or above proficient) divided by the (total # of children with IEPs enrolled for a full academic year, calculated separately for reading and math)].  
Data Source:  Section 618 Data

FFY

Measurable and Rigorous Target

2009

A:  Overall:  153 or 87% of districts will meet State AYP objectives.  
     Reading:  162 or 92% of districts will meet State AYP objectives for reading.  
     Math:  164 or 93% of districts will meet State AYP objectives for math.
B:  100% of students with disabilities will participate in the state’s large-scale assessment.
C:  70% of children with IEPs will be proficient or above as measured against the regular and alternate achievement standards.  (40.02% for reading and 43.00% for math)
Current SPP Activities Linked to Cooperatives:

Activities

Timelines

Resources

Coops will analyze districts’ self-assessments for common root causes and to determine districts that are not meeting state targets.
FFY 2009-2010
DECS; Special Education Cooperatives
DECS will require all districts to conduct data analysis and develop appropriate activities for Indicator 3

Action Steps:

1.  DECS will add Indicator 3 to the KCMP Self Assessment

2. Co-ops will analyze districts’ self-assessments for common root causes and to determine districts that are not meeting state targets.

3. DECS will require districts not meeting state targets to implement an action plan for improvement

4. DECS will require districts meeting state targets to develop a maintenance plan.
FFY 2009-2010

DECS

Special Education Cooperatives
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Actual Target Data for FFY 2009:

Indicator 3B:  Participation rate for children with IEPs

	District
	
	Reading
	
	Math

	
	
	#
	%
	
	#
	%

	Allen County Schools
	
	178
	100%
	
	178
	100%

	Barren County Schools
	
	304
	100%
	
	304
	100%

	Bowling Green Ind Schools
	
	288
	100%
	
	288
	100%

	Butler County Schools
	
	153
	100%
	
	153
	100%

	Caverna Ind Schools
	
	81
	
	
	81
	

	Cumberland County Schools
	
	93
	
	
	93
	

	Edmonson County Schools
	
	159
	100%
	
	159
	100%

	Glasgow Ind Schools
	
	158
	100%
	
	158
	100%

	Green County Schools
	
	149
	100%
	
	149
	100%

	Hart County Schools
	
	204
	99.51%
	
	204
	99.51%

	Logan County Schools
	
	268
	100%
	
	268
	100%

	Metcalfe County Schools
	
	109
	
	
	109
	

	Monroe County Schools
	
	151
	100%
	
	151
	100%

	Russellville Ind Schools
	
	72
	
	
	72
	

	Simpson County Schools
	
	206
	100%
	
	206
	100%

	Todd County Schools
	
	177
	99.44%
	
	177
	99.44%

	Warren County Schools
	
	903
	100%
	
	903
	100%


Indicator 3C:  Proficiency rate for children with IEPs

	District
	
	Reading
	
	Math

	
	
	#
	%
	
	#
	%

	Allen County Schools
	
	174
	48.00%
	
	174
	42.18%

	Barren County Schools
	
	289
	38.78%
	
	289
	34.14%

	Bowling Green Ind Schools
	
	268
	43.50%
	
	268
	37.50%

	Butler County Schools
	
	139
	56.91%
	
	139
	42.28%

	Caverna Ind Schools
	
	67
	37.29%
	
	67
	25.00%

	Cumberland County Schools
	
	94
	42.70%
	
	94
	28.57%

	Edmonson County Schools
	
	156
	45.07%
	
	156
	52.86%

	Glasgow Ind Schools
	
	147
	62.88%
	
	147
	47.73%

	Green County Schools
	
	140
	57.72%
	
	140
	66.38%

	Hart County Schools
	
	202
	70.49%
	
	202
	68.54%

	Logan County Schools
	
	262
	59.00%
	
	262
	58.12%

	Metcalfe County Schools
	
	108
	49.46%
	
	108
	57.78%

	Monroe County Schools
	
	146
	50.38%
	
	146
	51.85%

	Russellville Ind Schools
	
	72
	43.33%
	
	72
	28.13%

	Simpson County Schools
	
	197
	49.12%
	
	197
	42.44%

	Todd County Schools
	
	176
	34.84%
	
	176
	30.52%

	Warren County Schools
	
	858
	43.70%
	
	858
	37.66%


Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed and Explanation of Progress or Slippage that occurred for 2009-2010:

Explanation of Progress:
Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed:
Improvement Activity 1 for 2010-2011:

	Improvement Activity
	

	Evaluation
	

	Timeline
	

	Resources
	

	Status
	


Improvement Activity 2 for 2010-2011:

	Improvement Activity
	

	Evaluation
	

	Timeline
	

	Resources
	

	Status
	


	Indicator 4:  

A.
Percent of districts that have a significant discrepancy in the rate of suspensions and expulsions of greater than 10 days in a school year for children with IEPs; and

B.
Percent of districts that have:  (a) a significant discrepancy, by race or ethnicity, in the rate of suspensions and expulsions of greater than 10 days in a school year for children with IEPs; and (b) policies, procedures or practices that contribute to the significant discrepancy and do not comply with requirements relating to the development and implementation of IEPs, the use of positive behavioral interventions and supports, and procedural safeguards.  
Monitoring Priority:  FAPE in the LRE

Measurement:

A.  Percent = [(# of districts that have a significant discrepancy in the rates of suspensions and expulsions for greater than 10 days in a school year of children with IEPs) divided by the (# of districts in the State)] times 100.

B.  Percent = [(# of districts that have:  (a) a significant discrepancy, by race or ethnicity, in the rates of suspensions and expulsions of greater than 10 days in a school year of children with IEPs; and (b) policies, procedures or practices that contribute to the significant discrepancy and do not comply with requirements relating to the development and implementation of IEPs, the use of positive behavioral interventions and supports, and procedural safeguards) divided by the (# of districts in the State)] times 100.
Data Source:  Section 618 Data

FFY

Measurable and Rigorous Target

2009

Kentucky will identify 14 or less districts with a significant discrepancy in the rates of suspensions and expulsions of children with disabilities for greater than 10 days.  

14 districts with significant discrepancies÷ 176 districts x 100 = 7.95%
Current SPP Activities Linked to Cooperatives:

Activities

Timelines

Resources

KDE will develop a statewide process for reviewing and approving district special education policies and procedures, which will include a specific component focused on discipline-related policies and procedures.

KDE will review district discipline data submitted annually through the Kentucky Continuous Monitoring Process (KCMP).  Data that show disproportionate rates of suspension will be used:

A.  To provide targeted technical assistance to districts regarding discipline practices, and

B. As part of the criteria for selection of districts for on-site data verification visits.
2008-2010
KDE/DECS and Co-op staff
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Actual Target Data for FFY 2009:

Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed and Explanation of Progress or Slippage that occurred for 2009-2010:
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Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed:
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	Indicator 5:  

Percent of children with IEPs aged 6 through 21 served:

A.
Inside the regular class 80% or more of the day;

B.
Inside the regular class less than 40% of the day; and

C.
In separate schools, residential facilities, or homebound/hospital placements.
Monitoring Priority:  FAPE in the LRE

Measurement:

A.
Percent = [(# of children with IEPs served inside the regular class 80% or more of the day) divided by the (total # of students aged 6 through 21 with IEPs)] times 100.

B.
Percent = [(# of children with IEPs served inside the regular class less than 40% of the day) divided by the (total # of students aged 6 through 21 with IEPs)] times 100.

C. Percent = [(# of children with IEPs served in separate schools, residential facilities, or homebound/hospital placements) divided by the (total # of students aged 6 through 21 with IEPs)] times 100.
Data Source:  Section 618 Data

FFY

Measurable and Rigorous Target

2009

5A:  Increase the number of students spending 80% or more of their instructional day in the general education program to 64.50%.
5B:  Decrease the percentage inside the regular class less than 40% of the day from 11.2% to 11.1%.

5C:  Decrease the percentage of students receiving their special education services in separate schools, residential facilities, or homebound/hospital placements to 2.05%.
Current SPP Activities Linked to Cooperatives:

Activities

Timelines

Resources

DECS will develop a collaboration toolkit including modules, a Question and Answer document, and a collaboration guidelines manual.
2005-1010
DECS/Sp Ed Co-ops & KDE Interagency Team (with staff representing special education, gifted, ELL, Title I and federal programs).

DECS and the Co-ops will build regional and statewide capacity for implementation of effective collaborative practices by:

A. Providing regional professional development and follow-up over time to schools and teams of regular and special education teachers who will implement effective collaboration, consultation and co-teaching practices.

B. Establishing and providing ongoing support and training to a State Collaboration Design Team and Trainer Network/Cadre of individuals (identified regionally by skill/interest) who will meet regularly with KDE/national experts and work together to:

(1)  Design/implement a plan for building LRE capacity statewide,

(2) Train coaches, and

(3) Provide quality professional development and leadership to local districts regarding effective collaboration practices.

2007-2010
DECS
Special Education Cooperatives

DECS will create a website for collaboration that can be linked to the KDE Division of Exceptional Children web page that will provide districts with access to articles, collaboration strategies for teacher teams and students, conflict resolution strategies, and implementation of effective collaboration strategies.

2009-2010

DECS

Special Education Co-ops

Mid South Regional Resource Center
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Actual Target Data for FFY 2009:

	
 Dec. 1, 2009
	A. Removed from regular class less than 21% of the day
	B. Removed from regular class greater than 60% of the day
	C. Public or private separate schools, residential placements, or homebound or hospital placements.

	Allen County Schools
	78.29%
	5.34%
	0.71%

	Barren County Schools
	60.28%
	13.10%
	1.61%

	Bowling Green Independent Schools
	66.02%
	11.08%
	0.24%

	Butler County Schools
	77.37%
	6.20%
	0.00%

	Caverna Independent Schools
	66.67%
	3.10%
	0.00%

	Cumberland County Schools
	71.93%
	2.34%
	1.75%

	Edmonson County Schools
	85.37%
	8.54%
	0.41%

	Glasgow Independent Schools
	87.10%
	1.79%
	1.79%

	Green County Schools
	83.10%
	6.10%
	0.47%

	Hart County Schools
	73.58%
	11.64%
	0.63%

	Logan County Schools
	89.64%
	2.65%
	0.72%

	Metcalfe County Schools
	78.57%
	11.90%
	1.90%

	Monroe County Schools
	81.36%
	0.85%
	0.00%

	Russellville Independent Schools
	77.12%
	8.47%
	1.69%

	Simpson County Schools
	65.79%
	9.87%
	1.97%

	Todd County Schools
	80.65%
	5.73%
	1.79%

	Warren County Schools
	61.27%
	8.95%
	0.29%


	Dec. 1, 2008
	Removed less than 21% of the day
	Removed greater than 60% of the day
	Served in separate schools, residential, homebound, or hospital placements

	Allen County
	76.56%
	4.40%
	0.73%

	Barren County
	56.50%
	14.23%
	1.83%

	Bowling Green Independent
	69.52%
	10.95%
	0.00%

	Butler County
	75.91%
	5.47%
	0.73%

	Caverna Independent
	60.77%
	6.15%
	0.77%

	Cumberland County
	67.43%
	2.86%
	1.14%

	Edmonson County
	82.65%
	11.56%
	0.34%

	Glasgow Independent
	84.93%
	4.78%
	1.10%

	Green County
	83.68%
	4.18%
	0.00%

	Hart County
	75.90%
	10.54%
	0.30%

	Logan County
	89.81%
	3.94%
	1.16%

	Metcalfe County
	82.83%
	11.59%
	0.43%

	Monroe County
	74.80%
	0.40%
	0.40%

	Russellville Independent
	64.79%
	10.56%
	0.70%

	Simpson County
	66.04%
	7.84%
	1.49%

	Todd County
	77.17%
	6.30%
	1.57%

	Warren County
	62.00%
	9.34%
	0.15%

	REGION
	71.66%
	8.08%
	0.67%

	STATE 
	69.63%
	9.97%
	2.02%


	Root Causes

	Root Causes for Districts that DID NOT MEET Target
(List the number of districts that identified each root cause.)
	
	Root Causes for Districts that MET Target
(List the number of districts that identified each root cause.)

	
	Inconsistent implementation of inclusion practices
	
	
	Consistent implementation of appropriate inclusion practices, including consideration of regular class as the first placement option

	
	Lack of understanding of how to document LRE resulting in inaccurate data
	
	
	Effective implementation of Response to Intervention

	
	Scheduling issues impact LRE data (i.e. block scheduling)
	
	
	Strong co-teaching and use of differentiated instruction by general education teachers

	
	Other (Specify):
	
	
	
	Monitoring of collaboration practices by building administrators

	
	
	
	
	Regular monitoring of records by district administration

	
	
	
	
	
	Other (Specify):
	


Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed and Explanation of Progress or Slippage that occurred for 2009-2010:

Explanation of Progress:
Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed:
Improvement Activity 1 for 2010-2011:

	Improvement Activity
	

	Evaluation
	

	Timeline
	

	Resources
	

	Status
	


Improvement Activity 2 for 2010-2011:

	Improvement Activity
	

	Evaluation
	

	Timeline
	

	Resources
	

	Status
	


	Indicator 8:  

P                           Percent of parents  with a child receiving special education services who report that schools facilitated parent involvement as a means of improving services and results for children with disabilities
Monitoring Priority:  FAPE in the LRE

Measurement:

Percent=[(#of respondent parents who report schools facilitated parent involvement as a means of improving services and results for children with disabilities) divided by the (total # of respondent parents of children with disabilities)] times 100.
Data Source:  Section 618 Data

FFY

Measurable and Rigorous Target

2009

Thirty percent (30.0%) of parents with a child receiving special education services report that schools facilitated parent involvement as a means of improving services and results for children with disabilities.
Current SPP Activities Linked to Cooperatives:

Activities

Timelines

Resources

DECS will pinpoint districts that have low survey response rates and high numbers of unfavorable survey results and provide targeted technical assistance for improving parent involvement.
2007-2010

KDE,DECS

PRC

Kentucky Partnership for Families and Children (KPFC)

KYSPIN

UPinKY

Special Education Co-ops

Family Resource and Youth Service Centers (FRYSC)

DECS will partner with stakeholders to determine correlations across indicators 9, 10 and 14 to define trends, make predictions and uncover root causes, to inform the design and implementation of technical assistance activities
2008-2010
KDE,DECS
Special Education Co-operatives

PRC

KYSPIN
DECS will communicate the purpose and availability of the on-line survey through notification to districts, Special Education Cooperatives and partnering agencies.
FFY2009-2011
KDE/DECS, Parent Resource Centers, KY-SPIN, Special Education Cooperatives, HDI
DECS will provide networking opportunities for school district staff and parents through coordination of statewide agencies and technical assistance service providers at parent and professional conferences, and via web-postings.
2008-2010

KDE,DECS

PRC

Kentucky Partnership for Families and Children (KPFC)

KYSPIN, KYCEC, UPinKY,
Special Education Co-ops

KDE will generate increased parent responses to the Indicator 8 survey.

Action Steps:

1.  KDE will update its cover letter using stakeholder suggestions from the previous year.

2. DECS will notify parent groups and districts of the survey sampling schedule, to alert parents in the sampled districts and request their participation.

3. KDE will publicize the availability of the online survey and ensure direct parent access by posting a survey description and links on the KDE home page

4. DECS will communicate the purpose and availability of the online survey through notification to districts, Special Education Cooperatives and partnering agencies
5. A DECS consultant and the Human Development Institute (HDI) evaluation team member will oversee and monitor the online survey, and respond to parent questions

6. KDE/HDI will send out an announcement post card two weeks prior to the survey distribution to notify parents of the arrival dates of the survey.

FFY 2009-2011
KDE/DECS
Parent Resource Centers

KYSPIN

Special Education Cooperatives

HDI
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Actual Target Data for FFY 2009:

Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed and Explanation of Progress or Slippage that occurred for 2009-2010:

Explanation of Progress:
Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed:
Improvement Activity 1 for 2010-2011:

	Improvement Activity
	

	Evaluation
	

	Timeline
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	Indicator 9&10:  

Indicator 9:  Percent of districts with disproportionate representation of racial and ethnic groups in special education and related services that is the result of inappropriate identification.

Indicator 10:  Percent of districts with disproportionate representation of racial and ethnic groups in specific disability categories that is the result of inappropriate identification.
Monitoring Priority:  FAPE in the LRE

Measurement:

Indicator 9:  Percent = [(# of districts with disproportionate representation of racial and ethnic groups in special education and related services that is the result of inappropriate identification) divided by the (# of districts in the State)] times 100.  

Calculation – Total number of districts with disproportionate representation of racial and ethnic groups in special education and related services that is the result of inappropriate identification divided by the total number of districts in the State. 

Indicator 10:  Percent = [(# of districts with disproportionate representation of racial and ethnic groups in specific disability categories that is the result of inappropriate identification) divided by the (# of districts in the State)] times 100.
Data Source:  Section 618 Data

FFY

Measurable and Rigorous Target

2009

Indicator 9:  0%
Indicator 10:  0%
Current SPP Activities Linked to Cooperatives:

Activities

Timelines

Resources

DECS will provide on-going guidance to districts in the use of the disproportionality protocol.
2007 through 2010
DECS

Special Education Co-ops
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Actual Target Data for FFY 2009:

	District
	Indicator 9

Risk-Ratio

	
	Black
	Hispanic
	Asian
	American Indian

	Allen County
	0.308
	0.878
	0.000
	1.467

	Barren County
	1.760
	0.000
	0.611
	4.596

	Bowling Green Independent
	1.523
	0.506
	0.383
	0.000

	Butler County
	2.998
	0.560
	0.951
	0.000

	Caverna Independent
	0.644
	1.038
	0.000
	0.000

	Cumberland County
	1.612
	0.527
	0.000
	0.000

	Edmonson County
	0.000
	0.000
	0.000
	0.000

	Glasgow Independent
	1.443
	0.668
	0.000
	0.000

	Green County
	0.225
	0.665
	2.004
	0.000

	Hart County
	1.894
	1.935
	0.000
	0.000

	Logan County
	1.071
	1.370
	0.000
	1.412

	Metcalfe County
	2.011
	1.337
	0.000
	0.000

	Monroe County
	1.429
	0.534
	0.000
	0.000

	Russellville Independent
	0.716
	0.966
	0.000
	0.000

	Simpson County
	0.957
	0.322
	0.000
	3.284

	Todd County
	0.933
	0.638
	0.000
	0.000

	Warren County
	1.516
	0.626
	0.328
	2.093


	District

	Risk Ratio
Mental Disabilities (MMD & FMD)


		Black

	Hispanic

	Asian

	American Indian


	Allen Co

	0.000

	0.000

	0.000

	5.552


	Barren Co

	1.096

	0.000

	3.086

	0.000


	Bowling Green Ind

	3.791

	0.539

	0.000

	0.000


	Butler Co

	1.164

	0.000

	0.000

	0.000


	Caverna Ind

	1.126

	0.000

	0.000

	0.000


	Cumberland Co

	3.462

	0.000

	0.000

	0.000


	Edmonson Co

	0.000

	0.000

	0.000

	0.000


	Glasgow Ind

	3.237

	0.000

	0.000

	0.000


	Green Co

	0.000

	2.710

	0.000

	0.000


	Hart Co

	2.416

	0.961

	0.000

	0.000


	Logan Co

	3.367

	0.000

	0.000

	0.000


	Metcalfe Co

	3.469

	0.000

	0.000

	0.000


	Monroe Co

	2.396

	0.000

	0.000

	0.000


	Russellville Ind

	0.603

	0.909

	0.000

	0.000


	Simpson Co

	1.394

	0.000

	0.000

	12.714


	Todd Co

	1.840

	0.413

	0.000

	0.000


	Warren Co

	2.439

	0.262

	0.318

	0.000



	
	District

Risk Ratio 
Speech Language

Black

Hispanic

Asian

American Indian

Allen Co

0.000

1.661

0.000

0.000

Barren Co

0.910

0.000

0.000

0.000

Bowling Green Ind

0.574

0.575

0.397

0.000

Butler Co

1.181

0.000

0.000

0.000

Caverna Ind

0.547

4.708

0.000

0.000

Cumberland Co

0.000

0.000

0.000

0.000

Edmonson Co

0.000

0.000

0.000

0.000

Glasgow Ind

0.847

0.999

0.000

0.000

Green Co

0.000

0.000

0.000

0.000

Hart Co

0.000

1.056

0.000

0.000

Logan Co

0.269

1.841

0.000

0.000

Metcalfe Co

6.167

1.497

0.000

0.000

Monroe Co

0.000

1.107

0.000

0.000

Russellville Ind

0.241

1.039

0.000

0.000

Simpson Co

0.386

0.695

0.000

0.000

Todd Co

0.465

0.000

0.000

0.000

Warren Co

1.326

0.893

0.209

2.013




	District

	Risk Ratio
Emotional Behavior Disorder


		Black

	Hispanic

	Asian

	American Indian


	Allen Co

	0.000

	0.000

	0.000

	0.000


	Barren Co

	0.000

	0.000

	0.000

	0.000


	Bowling Green Ind

	2.585

	0.821

	1.426

	0.000


	Butler Co

	39.577

	0.000

	0.000

	0.000


	Caverna Ind

	1.915

	0.000

	0.000

	0.000


	Cumberland Co

	0.000

	0.000

	0.000

	0.000


	Edmonson Co

	0.000

	0.000

	0.000

	0.000


	Glasgow Ind

	1.288

	0.000

	0.000

	0.000


	Green Co

	0.000

	0.000

	0.000

	0.000


	Hart Co

	8.252

	4.998

	0.000

	0.000


	Logan Co

	2.365

	0.000

	0.000

	0.000


	Metcalfe Co

	0.000

	0.000

	0.000

	0.000


	Monroe Co

	0.000

	0.000

	0.000

	0.000


	Russellville Ind

	0.000

	0.000

	0.000

	0.000


	Simpson Co

	0.000

	0.000

	0.000

	0.000


	Todd Co

	0.000

	0.000

	0.000

	0.000


	Warren Co

	3.199

	0.531

	0.000

	0.000



	
	District

Risk Ratio
Specific Learning Disability
Black

Hispanic

Asian

American Indian

Allen Co

2.273

0.000

0.000

0.000

Barren Co

0.000

0.000

0.000

50.556

Bowling Green Ind

0.968

0.548

0.966

0.000

Butler Co

2.777

1.314

0.000

0.000

Caverna Ind

2.089

0.000

0.000

0.000

Cumberland Co

0.000

0.000

0.000

0.000

Edmonson Co

0.000

0.000

0.000

0.000

Glasgow Ind

0.884

0.000

0.000

0.000

Green Co

1.402

0.000

0.000

0.000

Hart Co

1.933

6.247

0.000

0.000

Logan Co

2.207

0.000

0.000

0.000

Metcalfe Co

0.000

3.280

0.000

0.000

Monroe Co

1.045

0.000

0.000

0.000

Russellville Ind

0.284

2.567

0.000

0.000

Simpson Co

0.771

0.000

0.000

0.000

Todd Co

0.643

1.403

0.000

0.000

Warren Co

1.195

0.941

0.183

2.650



	District

Risk Ratio
 Other Health Impaired

Black

Hispanic

Asian

American Indian

Allen Co

0.000

0.000

0.000

0.000

Barren Co

5.316

0.000

0.000

0.000

Bowling Green Ind

1.621

0.526

0.000

0.000

Butler Co

5.459

2.540

0.000

0.000

Caverna Ind

0.000

0.000

0.000

0.000

Cumberland Co

0.000

0.000

0.000

0.000

Edmonson Co

0.000

0.000

0.000

0.000

Glasgow Ind

1.414

0.633

0.000

0.000

Green Co

0.000

0.000

0.000

0.000

Hart Co

1.987

0.000

0.000

0.000

Logan Co

0.534

1.812

0.000

9.427

Metcalfe Co

0.000

0.000

0.000

0.000

Monroe Co

1.940

0.000

0.000

0.000

Russellville Ind

2.010

0.000

0.000

0.000

Simpson Co

0.473

0.000

0.000

0.000

Todd Co

0.558

0.393

0.000

0.000

Warren Co

1.091

0.094

0.344

3.298


	District

Risk Ratio
 Autism

Black

Hispanic

Asian

American Indian

Allen Co

0.000

0.000

0.000

0.000

Barren Co

0.000

0.000

0.000

0.000

Bowling Green Ind

1.083

0.000

0.000

0.000

Butler Co

0.000

0.000

21.625

0.000

Caverna Ind

0.000

0.000

0.000

0.000

Cumberland Co

22.159

0.000

0.000

0.000

Edmonson Co

0.000

0.000

0.000

0.000

Glasgow Ind

0.859

3.710

0.000

0.000

Green Co

0.000

0.000

0.000

0.000

Hart Co

0.000

0.000

0.000

0.000

Logan Co

0.000

0.000

0.000

0.000

Metcalfe Co

0.000

0.000

0.000

0.000

Monroe Co

0.000

0.000

0.000

0.000

Russellville Ind

1.809

0.000

0.000

0.000

Simpson Co

1.166

3.043

0.000

0.000

Todd Co

0.000

0.000

0.000

0.000

Warren Co

1.574

0.592

1.092

10.264




	District
	Risk Ratio
Developmental Delay

	
	Black
	Hispanic
	Asian
	American Indian

	Allen Co
	0.000
	0.000
	0.000
	0.000

	Barren Co
	0.000
	0.000
	0.000
	0.000

	Bowling Green Ind
	1.489
	0.493
	0.872
	0.000

	Butler Co
	0.000
	0.000
	0.000
	0.000

	Caverna Ind
	0.000
	4.119
	0.000
	0.000

	Cumberland Co
	0.000
	2.801
	0.000
	0.000

	Edmonson Co
	0.000
	0.000
	0.000
	0.000

	Glasgow Ind
	1.878
	1.299
	0.000
	0.000

	Green Co
	0.000
	0.000
	42.475
	0.000

	Hart Co
	1.703
	7.497
	0.000
	0.000

	Logan Co
	0.466
	1.582
	0.000
	0.000

	Metcalfe Co
	0.000
	4.051
	0.000
	0.000

	Monroe Co
	3.134
	5.167
	0.000
	0.000

	Russellville Ind
	1.357
	0.909
	0.000
	0.000

	Simpson Co
	1.639
	0.000
	0.000
	0.000

	Todd Co
	2.182
	1.835
	0.000
	0.000

	Warren Co
	1.897
	0.750
	0.356
	0.000


	Root Causes

	Root Causes for Districts that DID NOT MEET Target
(List the number of districts that identified each root cause.)
	
	Root Causes for Districts that MET Target
(List the number of districts that identified each root cause.)

	
	Appropriate, scientifically proven, research-based instruction in reading and math is not consistently provided to all students prior to, or as a part of the referral.
	
	
	Appropriate, scientifically proven, research-based instruction in reading and math are consistently provided to all students prior to, or as a part of the referral.

	
	Cognitive Assessments are used without regard to some assessments being more appropriate than others for students of different races/ethnicities.
	
	
	Cognitive assessments are carefully chosen and used to ensure students of all races/ethnicities are assessed equitably.

	
	ARCs make eligibility decisions with missing pieces of data or inconsistently triangulate all available information to make appropriate decisions.
	
	
	ARCs carefully make eligibility decisions based on having complete assessment data that are triangulated to ensure the student meets eligibility criteria.

	
	ARCs make eligibility decisions without clearly documenting the adverse effect of the disability that is significantly and consistently below the level of similar age peers.
	
	
	ARCs do not determine a child eligible for special education services without clearly documenting the adverse effect of the disability that is significantly and consistently below the level of similar age peers.

	
	Other (Specify):
	
	
	
	Other (Specify):
	


Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed and Explanation of Progress or Slippage that occurred for 2009-2010:

Explanation of Progress:
Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed:
Improvement Activity 1 for 2010-2011:

	Improvement Activity
	

	Evaluation
	

	Timeline
	

	Resources
	

	Status
	


Improvement Activity 2 for 2010-2011:

	Improvement Activity
	

	Evaluation
	

	Timeline
	

	Resources
	

	Status
	


	Indicator 11:  

Percent of children who were evaluated within 60 days of receiving parental consent for initial evaluation or, if the State establishes a timeframe within which the evaluation must be conducted, within that timeframe.
Monitoring Priority:  FAPE in the LRE

Measurement:

a. # of children for whom parental consent to evaluate was received.

b. # of children whose evaluations were completed within the State-established timeline of 60 school days.

Account for children included in a but not included in b.  Indicate the range of days beyond the timeline when the evaluation was completed and any reasons for the delays.

Percent = [(b) divided by (a)] times 100.
Data Source:  Section 618 Data

FFY

Measurable and Rigorous Target

2009

100%
Current SPP Activities Linked to Cooperatives:

Activities

Timelines

Resources

DECS will continue to use the KCMP process as a mechanism to monitor district compliance with the evaluation timeline requirements.  Districts who are in compliance will annually submit a maintenance plan while districts out of compliance will analyze the reasons for the noncompliance and will submit and implement a corrective action plan.
Ongoing
DECS staff

Special Education Co-ops
The Special Education Co-ops will provide technical assistance to all districts including those districts that are in substantial compliance.  Emphasis will be placed on those districts whose compliance rate is less than 90%.

Ongoing

Special Education Co-ops 

Due Process Consultants


	Indicator 

1


	
	Indicator 

2


	
	Indicator 

3


	
	Indicator 

4


	
	Indicator 

5


	
	Indicator 

8


	
	Indicator 

9 and 10


	
	Indicator   11

	
	Indicator   12

	
	Indicator   13

	
	Indicator

14


	
	Indicator   20

	


Actual Target Data for FFY 2009:

	District
	Indicator 11

	
	

	
	# Records Reviewed
	# Records in Compliance
	Compliance Rate

	Allen
	11
	11
	100%

	Barren
	10
	10
	100%

	Bowling Green
	11
	11
	100%

	Butler
	13
	13
	100%

	Caverna
	10
	10
	100%

	Cumberland
	10
	10
	100%

	Edmonson
	10
	10
	100%

	Glasgow
	10
	10
	100%

	Green
	10
	10
	100%

	Hart
	23
	23
	100%

	Logan
	11
	11
	100%

	Metcalfe
	13
	13
	100%

	Monroe
	10
	10
	100%

	Russellville
	10
	10
	100%

	Simpson
	13
	13
	100%

	Todd
	12
	12
	100%

	Warren
	19
	19
	100%

	CESC REGION
	206
	206
	100%


	Root Causes

	Root Causes for Districts that DID NOT MEET Target
(List the number of districts that identified each root cause.)
	
	Root Causes for Districts that MET Target
(List the number of districts that identified each root cause.)

	
	Availability of evaluation personnel
	
	
	Availability of evaluation personnel

	
	Personnel training issue
	
	
	Personnel training issue

	
	Excessive student absenteeism
	
	
	District tracking system

	
	Transfer Student
	
	
	Accountability system

	
	Parental Factors
	
	
	District evaluation procedures

	
	Scheduling eligibility meeting too close to 60 school day timeline to allow for unforeseen circumstances
	
	
	Cooperation and communication among district staff

	
	Issues with district tracking system
	
	
	Other (Specify):
	

	
	Difficulty in obtaining external evaluation components
	
	

	
	Other (Specify):
	
	
	


Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed and Explanation of Progress or Slippage that occurred for 2009-2010:

Explanation of Progress:
Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed:
Improvement Activity 1 for 2010-2011:

	Improvement Activity
	

	Evaluation
	

	Timeline
	

	Resources
	

	Status
	


Improvement Activity 2 for 2010-2011:

	Improvement Activity
	

	Evaluation
	

	Timeline
	

	Resources
	

	Status
	


	Indicator 12:  

Percent of children referred by Part C prior to age 3, who are found eligible for Part B, and who have an IEP developed and implemented by their third birthdays.
Monitoring Priority:  FAPE in the LRE

Measurement:

a. # of children who have been served in Part C and referred to Part B for Part B eligibility determination.

b. # of those referred determined to be NOT eligible and whose eligibility was determined prior to their third birthdays.

c. # of those found eligible who have an IEP developed and implemented by their third birthdays.

d. # of children for whom parent refusal to provide consent caused delays in evaluation or initial services.

e. # of children who were referred to Part C less than 90 days before their third birthdays.

Account for children included in a., but not included in b, c, d, or e.  Indicate the range of days beyond the third birthday when eligibility was determined and the IEP developed and the reasons for the delays.

Percent = [(c) divided by (a - b - d - e)] times 100.
Data Source:  Section 618 Data

FFY

Measurable and Rigorous Target

2009

100% of children referred by Part C prior to age 3, who are found eligible for Part B, and who have an IEP developed and implemented by their third birthdays
Current SPP Activities Linked to Cooperatives:

Activities

Timelines

Resources

DECS will continue to fund KECTP to work with local and regional districts and stakeholders
December 2005 and ongoing
Division of Early Childhood Development

DECS, KECTP

Community Early Childhood Councils

Special Education Co-ops

RTCs
Targeted technical assistance will be provided to districts that have not met the state target.

The type of assistance (training, consultation, or coaching) will be individually determined as to the intensity of needed supports to meet the target.  All districts receiving targeted technical assistance will submit data depicting progress toward meeting the compliance target periodically.

2008 – ongoing

KDE staff from divisions of Exceptional Children and Early Childhood

KECTP staff, RTC staffs

First Steps Coordinator, Training Coordinator and Training and TA teams

Special Education Co-op staffs


	Indicator 

1


	
	Indicator 

2


	
	Indicator 

3


	
	Indicator 

4


	
	Indicator 

5


	
	Indicator 

8


	
	Indicator 

9 and 10


	
	Indicator   11

	
	Indicator   12

	
	Indicator   13

	
	Indicator

14


	
	Indicator   20

	


Actual Target Data for FFY 2009:

	District
	Total # of referrals from Part C
	# of children eligible for Part B services 
who had an IEP in place by  3rd Bday
	# of children determined not eligible for 
Part B services by 3rd bday
	# of children for whom parent refused 
to provide consent caused delays 
in evaluation or initial services
	Number of First Steps referrals that 
parents refused  district services
	Number of referrals district was unable to 
complete special education process due 
to child's illness or parents request for delay
	Number of referrals received from First Steps 
in less than 90 days from 3rd birthday and 
IEP was developed by 3rd birthday 
	Number of referrals received from First Steps 
in less than 90 days from 3rd birthday 
and no IEP was developed.
	Percent Compliant

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Allen Co
	8
	8
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	100.00%

	Barren Co
	16
	15
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	100.00%

	Bowling Green Ind
	21
	17
	4
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	100.00%

	Butler Co
	12
	12
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	100.00%

	Caverna Ind
	3
	3
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	100.00%

	Cumberland Co
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	100.00%

	Edmonson Co
	3
	2
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	100.00%

	Glasgow Ind
	9
	8
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	100.00%

	Green Co
	6
	6
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	100.00%

	Hart Co
	17
	17
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	100.00%

	Logan Co
	10
	10
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	100.00%

	Metcalfe Co
	5
	5
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	100.00%

	Monroe Co
	3
	2
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	100.00%

	Russellville Ind
	11
	10
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	100.00%

	Simpson Co
	14
	12
	1
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	100.00%

	Todd Co
	6
	4
	0
	0
	2
	0
	0
	0
	100.00%

	Warren Co
	75
	66
	8
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	100.00%


	Indicator 12 Root Causes

	Root Causes for Districts that DID NOT MEET Target
(List the number of districts that identified each root cause.)
	
	Root Causes for Districts that MET Target
(List the number of districts that identified each root cause.)

	
	Issues with scheduling evaluations
	
	
	Effective system for scheduling evaluations

	
	Scheduling ARC Meetings too close to 3rd birthday to allow for unforeseen circumstances
	
	
	ARC meetings scheduled early enough for built in flexibility

	
	Lack of staff to complete timely evaluations
	
	
	Sufficient staff to complete timely evaluations

	
	Ineffective tracking procedures
	
	
	Effective tracking procedures

	
	Inability to find child
	
	
	Effective collaboration with First Steps

	
	Other (Specify):
	
	
	
	Local Preschool Transition Agreement

	
	
	
	
	Early Identifying List provided by KDE

	
	
	
	
	Other (Specify):
	


Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed and Explanation of Progress or Slippage that occurred for 2009-2010:

Explanation of Progress:
Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed:
Improvement Activity 1 for 2010-2011:

	Improvement Activity
	

	Evaluation
	

	Timeline
	

	Resources
	

	Status
	


Improvement Activity 2 for 2010-2011:

	Improvement Activity
	

	Evaluation
	

	Timeline
	

	Resources
	

	Status
	


	Indicator 13:  

Percent of youth with IEPs aged 16 and above with an IEP that includes appropriate measurable postsecondary goals that are annually updated and based upon an age appropriate transition assessment, transition services, including courses of study, that will reasonably enable the student to meet those postsecondary goals, and annual IEP goals related to the student’s transition services needs. There also must be evidence that the student was invited to the IEP Team meeting where transition services are to be discussed and evidence that, if appropriate, a representative of any participating agency was invited to the IEP Team meeting with the prior consent of the parent or student who has reached the age of majority.
Monitoring Priority:  FAPE in the LRE

Measurement:

Percent = [(# of youth with IEPs aged 16 and above with an IEP that includes appropriate measurable postsecondary goals that are annually updated and based upon an age appropriate transition assessment, transition services, including courses of study, that will reasonably enable the student to meet those postsecondary goals, and annual IEP goals related to the student’s transition services needs. There also must be evidence that the student was invited to the IEP Team meeting where transition services are to be discussed and evidence that, if appropriate, a representative of any participating agency was invited to the IEP Team meeting with the prior consent of the parent or student who has reached the age of majority) divided by the (# of youth with an IEP age 16 and above)] times 100.
Data Source:  Section 618 Data

FFY

Measurable and Rigorous Target

2009

100%
Current SPP Activities Linked to Cooperatives:

Activities

Timelines

Resources

See indicator 1.

	Indicator 

1


	
	Indicator 

2


	
	Indicator 

3


	
	Indicator 

4


	
	Indicator 

5


	
	Indicator 

8


	
	Indicator 

9 and 10


	
	Indicator   11

	
	Indicator   12

	
	Indicator   13

	
	Indicator

14


	
	Indicator   20

	


Actual Target Data for FFY 2009:

	
District
	49
	49a
	49b

	
	# Records Reviewed
	# Records in Compliance
	Compliance Rate
	# Records Reviewed
	# Records in Compliance
	Compliance Rate
	# Records Reviewed
	# Records in Compliance
	Compliance Rate

	Allen
	11
	11
	100%
	11
	11
	100%
	11
	11
	100.0%

	Barren
	10
	7
	70%
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100.0%

	Bowling Green
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100.0%

	Butler
	20
	20
	100%
	20
	20
	100%
	20
	20
	100.0%

	Caverna
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100.0%

	Cumberland
	10
	7
	70%
	10
	8
	80%
	10
	8
	80.0%

	Edmonson
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100.0%

	Glasgow
	11
	11
	100%
	11
	11
	100%
	11
	11
	100.0%

	Green
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100.0%

	Hart
	16
	16
	100%
	16
	16
	100%
	16
	16
	100.0%

	Logan
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100.0%

	Metcalfe
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100.0%

	Monroe
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100.0%

	Russellville
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100.0%

	Simpson
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100.0%

	Todd
	10
	9
	90%
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100.0%

	Warren
	20
	20
	100%
	20
	20
	100%
	20
	20
	100.0%

	CESC REGION
	198
	191
	96%
	198
	196
	99%
	198
	196
	99.0%


	District
	49c
	49d
	49e

	
	# Records Reviewed
	# Records in Compliance
	Compliance Rate
	# Records Reviewed
	# Records in Compliance
	Compliance Rate
	# Records Reviewed
	# Records in Compliance
	Compliance Rate

	Allen
	11
	11
	100%
	11
	11
	100%
	11
	11
	100%

	Barren
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100%

	Bowling Green
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100%

	Butler
	20
	20
	100%
	20
	20
	100%
	20
	20
	100%

	Caverna
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100%

	Cumberland
	10
	8
	80%
	10
	8
	80%
	10
	9
	90%

	Edmonson
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100%

	Glasgow
	11
	11
	100%
	11
	11
	100%
	11
	11
	100%

	Green
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100%

	Hart
	16
	16
	100%
	16
	16
	100%
	16
	16
	100%

	Logan
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100%

	Metcalfe
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100%

	Monroe
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100%

	Russellville
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100%

	Simpson
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100%

	Todd
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	9
	90%
	10
	10
	100%

	Warren
	20
	20
	100%
	20
	20
	100%
	20
	20
	100%

	CESC REGION
	198
	196
	99%
	198
	195
	98%
	198
	197
	99%

	District
	49f
	49g
	49h

	
	# Records Reviewed
	# Records in Compliance
	Compliance Rate
	# Records Reviewed
	# Records in Compliance
	Compliance Rate
	# Records Reviewed
	# Records in Compliance
	Compliance Rate

	Allen
	11
	11
	100%
	11
	11
	100%
	11
	11
	100%

	Barren
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100%

	Bowling Green
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100%

	Butler
	20
	20
	100%
	20
	20
	100%
	20
	20
	100%

	Caverna
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100%

	Cumberland
	10
	8
	80%
	10
	8
	80%
	10
	9
	90%

	Edmonson
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100%

	Glasgow
	11
	11
	100%
	11
	11
	100%
	11
	11
	100%

	Green
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100%

	Hart
	16
	16
	100%
	16
	16
	100%
	16
	16
	100%

	Logan
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100%

	Metcalfe
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100%

	Monroe
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100%

	Russellville
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100%

	Simpson
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100%

	Todd
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100%
	10
	10
	100%

	Warren
	20
	20
	100%
	20
	20
	100%
	20
	20
	100%

	CESC REGION
	198
	196
	99%
	198
	196
	99%
	198
	197
	99%


	District
	49i

	
	# Records Reviewed
	# Records in Compliance
	Compliance Rate

	Allen
	11
	11
	100%

	Barren
	10
	7
	70%

	Bowling Green
	10
	10
	100%

	Butler
	20
	20
	100%

	Caverna
	10
	10
	100%

	Cumberland
	10
	9
	90%

	Edmonson
	10
	10
	100%

	Glasgow
	11
	11
	100%

	Green
	10
	10
	100%

	Hart
	16
	16
	100%

	Logan
	10
	10
	100%

	Metcalfe
	10
	10
	100%

	Monroe
	10
	10
	100%

	Russellville
	10
	10
	100%

	Simpson
	10
	10
	100%

	Todd
	10
	10
	100%

	Warren
	20
	20
	100%

	CESC REGION
	198
	194
	98%


Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed and Explanation of Progress or Slippage that occurred for 2009-2010:

Explanation of Progress:
Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed:
Improvement Activity 1 for 2010-2011:

	Improvement Activity
	

	Evaluation
	

	Timeline
	

	Resources
	

	Status
	


Improvement Activity 2 for 2010-2011:

	Improvement Activity
	

	Evaluation
	

	Timeline
	

	Resources
	

	Status
	


	Indicator 14:  

Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school, and were:

A.  Enrolled in higher education within one year of leaving high school.

B.  Enrolled in higher education or competitively employed within one year of leaving high school.

C.  Enrolled in higher education or in some other postsecondary education or training program; or competitively employed or in some other employment within one year of leaving high school.
Monitoring Priority:  FAPE in the LRE

Measurement:

Percent = [(# of youth who had IEPs, are no longer in secondary school and who have been competitively employed, enrolled in some type of postsecondary school, or both, within one year of leaving high school) divided by the (# of youth assessed who had IEPs and are no longer in secondary school)] times 100.

Based on direction from OSEP regarding the required definitions for use in measuring this indicator:
Kentucky has defined competitive employment as work:

a) In the competitive labor market that is performed on a full-time (35 or more hours per week) or part-time (less than 35 hours per week) basis in an integrated setting; and

b) For which an individual is compensated at or above the minimum wage, but not less than the customary wage and level of benefits paid by the employer for the same or similar work performed by individuals who are not disabled.

Authority:  Sections 7(11)and 12(c) of the Rehabilitation Act; 20 U.S.C. 705(11) and 709(c)

Kentucky has defined postsecondary school as:

a) Enrollment in a college, vocational, technical, or special school on a full-time (a minimum of 12 units per semester) or part-time (less than 12 units per semester) basis; or

b) Enrollment in a postsecondary vocational school or adult education program that prepares students for integrated work on a full-time or part-time basis (no less than 10 hours per week). 
Data Source:  Section 618 Data

FFY

Measurable and Rigorous Target

2009

The percentage of youth who had IEPs, are no longer in secondary school and who have been competitively employed, enrolled I some type of postsecondary school, or both, within one year of leaving high school will increase by one half of one percent (.5%).
Current SPP Activities Linked to Cooperatives:

Activities

Timelines

Resources

See indicator 1.

	Indicator 

1


	
	Indicator 

2


	
	Indicator 

3


	
	Indicator 

4


	
	Indicator 

5


	
	Indicator 

8


	
	Indicator 

9 and 10


	
	Indicator   11

	
	Indicator   12

	
	Indicator   13

	
	Indicator

14


	
	Indicator   20

	


Actual Target Data for FFY 2009:

Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed and Explanation of Progress or Slippage that occurred for 2009-2010:

Explanation of Progress:
Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed:
Improvement Activity 1 for 2010-2011:

	Improvement Activity
	

	Evaluation
	

	Timeline
	

	Resources
	

	Status
	


Improvement Activity 2 for 2010-2011:

	Improvement Activity
	

	Evaluation
	

	Timeline
	

	Resources
	

	Status
	


	Indicator 20:  

State reported data (618 and State Performance Plan and Annual Performance Report) are timely and accurate.
Monitoring Priority:  FAPE in the LRE

Measurement:  

State reported data, including 618 data and Annual Performance Reports, are:
a. Submitted on or before due dates (February 1 for child count, including race and ethnicity; placement; November 1 for exiting, discipline, personnel; and February 1 for Annual Performance Reports); and

b. Accurate (describe mechanisms for ensuring error free, consistent, valid and reliable data and evidence that these standards are met)
Data Source:  Section 618 Data

FFY

Measurable and Rigorous Target

2009

100% of state reported data (618 and State Performance Plan and Annual Performance Report) are timely and accurate.
Current SPP Activities Linked to Cooperatives:

Activities

Timelines

Resources

No activities listed for co-ops on 2009 APR.

	Indicator 

1


	
	Indicator 

2


	
	Indicator 

3


	
	Indicator 

4


	
	Indicator 

5


	
	Indicator 

8


	
	Indicator 

9 and 10


	
	Indicator   11

	
	Indicator   12

	
	Indicator   13

	
	Indicator

14


	
	Indicator   20

	


Actual Target Data for FFY 2009:

Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed and Explanation of Progress or Slippage that occurred for 2009-2010:

Explanation of Progress:
Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed:
Improvement Activity 1 for 2010-2011:

	Improvement Activity
	

	Evaluation
	

	Timeline
	

	Resources
	

	Status
	


Improvement Activity 2 for 2010-2011:

	Improvement Activity
	

	Evaluation
	

	Timeline
	

	Resources
	

	Status
	


